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How Women Arrange for the Care of Their Children While They
Work: A Study of Child Care Arrangement

Costs, and Preferences in 1971

I 0 CTION

In recent years, there has-been considerable debate about the

extent to which the government should fund child care services for

working mothers. The formulation of appropriate child care _egis-

lation requires accurate and detailed inform tion about how working

women currently arrange for -the care of their children, about what
_

kinds of'child care arrangements women prefer, and about the relative

costs of these differentarrangements. Rbwever, Most studies Of child

care have relied on limited samples from which generalizations are

difficult. The major:exception is Low and SPindler'- Child Care

Arrangements of Working Mothers in the United_States, which was pu _ished

in 1968.1 AlthOugh this report is based upon data from the Current

Population Survey (CPS) collected in1965, it,is still frequently-T

-cited in analyses of female labor supply and child,care, SS well:as in

Congressional te timony related to national child care legislation. The

We- wish toexpress appreciation to oul-Colleagues at theCeLber for
amen Resource Research.for their thoughtfur-comments on'an earlier
verSion of this report. A Special word of thanks is due to Herbert
Parnes'for his many valuable suggestions. We also with to acknoWledge
the able computer Diagramming assistarce of Keith Stober, Jack Schrull
and Ron Taylor.

1
Seth Low and Pearl,G. Spindler, ._:ICa_rments_pftiloriChi)ti

others in the United States. (Washington, D.C.: Children's Bureau,
U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare,/and the Women's
Bureau, Ltmployment Standards Administration, U.S. Xtpartment of Lebo
1968).



tow and Spindler study has endured as a valuable and relevant senrce,

-of-information OA child care primarily becapae it is nationally represe

tive and comprehensive.

The objective ofthis study is to make available to polici,makers A

comprehensive study oe child care arrangements, preferencee and costa

as of 1971 ng data from the National Longitudinal Surveys et Women

and Young Women.
2

This an elds results which both complement

and bpdate the earlier Low end Spindler report. However, themeth_

enalycle in this utudy departs from Low and Spindler's tebUlar

by systematIcally controlling for race and the age of the younge

--child. The sample is divided into two racial groupa--b.2.acke and es-

and these are fUrther subdivided into three categories by the age-

the woma

child was under three years of age, three to fiveyears of age and six

to thirteen yea _ o age. In the.presentation, these three age groUps

are referred to as infants, preschoo1etaand young school-aged children,

respectively. Furthermore, Multiple Classification Analyeis (MCA ) i

used to-explore the dete inants of the kind f child care arrangement .

est child. These categories are women whose youngest

2
The use of the Natiopel Longitudinal Surveys of Young Women and

Women for 1971 introduces some important differencei between our saMple
and the CPS sample. First, the February 1965'Current Population Survey
administered the child care questions to households which included a i

womah who had worked a minimum of 27 weeks, in 1964,and who had a child,
under 14. Our sample includes momen with at,least'one child under 14
wbo were employed at the time of the 1971 survey, regardless of the nuMber
of weeks they worked in the previous year. Second, the CPS representa
women of all ages while the National Longitudinal Surveys of Young'Women
(17 to 27 years eld in 1971) and Women (34 to 48 in 1971) exclude women
who were 28 to 33 years of age.



used, its cost, and the woman's preference for an alternative mode of.

care. The multivariate analysis of child care a rangements diatinguishes

only between f- and nonfamily sources of care. To proVide greater

detail, tabular analysis is also presented which shows the precise

types of child care arrangements used by 'women with certain socioeconomic

.and demographic characteriatics.

The study-is divided into four major sections. The first.explo es

theltinds of child-care arrangements .used by' employed:mothers. The

second examines chill care expenditures. The third analyzes the

Characteristics of women who prefer some form of child care other

than their current arrangement. The fourth summarizes andlemphasizes

the policy implications of the findings.

II IIPE-OF CHILD CARE ABRANGENENT

Care by a member of the immediate family or by a relative accoun ed

for a major share of all child care ar_angements in 1971 made by.both

whites and blacks irrespective of the age of the youngest child Tables

1 through-12. Among white women with infant or prese.mol children,

about half used au h a family arrangtment. Black women were even m-re

likely to rely upon family members. For eiample, 65 percent.of those

with-Infants and 60,percent of those whose youngest child Vaa aged=

three to five left their ch ldrenwith family members-while they worked.,

-For both races, women whose= youngest child was of school age depended

_ heavily on a family meens of child care. This was the result of

young schoolaged-children frequently-being left unsupervised or in the

care'of an.older sibling



If a woman did employ'a person outside the family to care for her

thiidren,, she.nost often took the children to another person's home.

Among those women with infants who used nonfamili child-care mori than

half-the vhites-and almost tWo-fifths of the blaCks depended on

in another home. For both blacks and whites child ca e centers were

more likely to be used if the youngest child"was three to.five years

of age-. Nevertheless, among whites with such children, reliance on

center care wt less common than care in someone-else's bonne. On the

other hand, among blacks, slightly over half of those:who enployed a-

norifamily mode of child care used day care centers.

Since the family is the primary supplier of thild care, thi

section focuaea on the choice between family and nonfamily means of

care. To maintain compaability with the earlier Low and Spindler

study, we employ variables similar to theirs to describe the woman's

socioeconomic and family characteristics. :However, unlike Low and

Spindler, we use multivariate analysis in addition to crosstabulations.

Thus, we are able to measure more precisely the net effect of e

of the independent variables on the choice of a child care arrange-

ment. The dependent variable in our model assumes a value of,one

if the respondent uses a nonfamily means of child care and zero

-The technique employed for nmitivariate analyèts in this report
:Lltiple Classification Analysis (MCA). The MCA technique permits

one to calculate the mean value of the dependent variable for eaRhs
category of a particular explanatory variable, 'adjusted" fori-the
effects of all other variables in the model. Differences in these
adjusted proportions or means may be interpreted as the-"pure"
association of that variable with the dependent-variable.



otherwise. The MCA model is run separately for each of cix universes

defined by race and age of youngest child. 5
--

In formulating a model of the choice of nonfamily child care, we

assume that a woman's preference for the type of child care she uses is

the product of her personal experiences and characteristics. The nature

nd extent of her need for child care services are determined by her
4

work schedule and by the availability of other per ons in the household

_to supervise her children. However, if the price of satisfying the

family s tastes or needs for an adequate child care arrangement is too

high, it becomes uneconomical for the mother to, work. Hence, the final

type of care employed is the result.Of an effort to,balance tastes and

needs against available child care resources subject to constraints

imposed bycost. Our indePendent Nariables are intended to measure these

aspects of the choice of a Child care arrangement.,1 For.expository

convenience, we have clasSified them under four headings: (1) the
A

opposition Of her household; (2) the characteristics of her job; (3)

the geographic location of her residence and (4) her personal attributes.

T If.the household includes an adult sibling, aunt, uncle) or

:grandparent,. this individual may be available to assist in the care

4If a woman used a combination of family and nonfamily child care
she was classified for purposes of this analysis as a nonfamily child
care user. Thus,,a zero for the dependent variable meand the woman relied
exclusively on family members.

5Preliminary analysis of the data,indicated that there were signif cant
,

interactions among race, the age of the youngest child, and the other
independent variables. These results suggested that stratification by
race and age of the youngest child was necessary.

\

1 1



of children during the mother's working hours. Since large-or extended

families may often ar ange to share among their members the responsibilities

,of

-
ing for young children, we expect the employment of nonfamily

soOr.2s of care to be negatively related to the presence of suh an adult

relative in the household.6

An adult relative in the household was a significant predictor of

the respondent's use of nonfamilychild care for all groups of white

women and for,black women with infants (Tables 1, 3 5 and 9). For

these'groups as expected, women with an Adult relative in the hOusehold.
I .

were more likely to depend on family care. -The failure of this relationship-
_

to prevail among black women whose)youngest child was of preschool or

school age may be explained by the tendency of these mothers to substitute

care by some other family member or relative whenthere was no adult

relative living-with the family Tables 7 and 11). For both of these

groups of black w: en, those who had an adult relative living in the

household tended to ust that relative to care for the child. However,

those without such a relative in the household were much more likeik to

take their children to a relative's home.or to use a combination of

ember Tables 8 and 12

A teenager (i e., 14 to 17 yea of age) residing in the home i

a potential source of,child care during nônschool hours of,the day.
7

6This independent variable assumed the value of one if there was
relative 18 years oftage or older living in,the household and a zero
otherwise. Children of.the respondent in this age group who were not
attending school were classified as adult relatives, but husbands Werepot.

7This independent variable assumed the value of one if there w as a
child 14 to 17 years of age in the household and zero otherwise.

1 2



we expect the presence of a teenager.to a

ements among young School-aged children-but not among-those under
.

ix, since infants and preschoolers are likely to require

during the hours that teenaged siblings are in school. As expected,

the presence of'a teenager was not a significant determinant of the

choice of care for women with infant children (Tables 1 and 3).

blacks and whites with chibiven six to thirteen years of age

decreased significantly the use of nonfamily forms of care

and 11). The results for women whose youngest child was three to- ive

ere mixed Tables 5 and 7). Among whites, teenagers

increaSed the reliance on family, forMa ofchild care. On the other

-hand,.among%blacks,, tepnagers increased the use of family and nonfamily

child care combinations. Since such-comb nations/were,classified as

nonfamily child caie, the MCA'results indicated a significant positive

relationship between the presence of a teenager\and utilization of

"nonfamily care.

Nonmarried women whose yaangest child ws a preschooler were

forma of child care thansignificantly more likely to use nonfaml

en. "In the, case of women with infants, any decrease in
_

care due.to theabsence of the fathar was Offset by an increase

in .care by some other relative= Tables 2 and 4 Similarly,._where the

youngest child-was six to-tbirteen greater use of care by SORte other

,relative in the ho e and by oldir,siblings compensated for the loss of

care bY-the father (Tables 10

7 ,

-The marital status variable was dichotomous, with the value of-one
_f the-woman was married and liVing with her husband and zero otherwise.



esized that having two or more children in the familzr

would reduce the prdbability of the respondent's depending on a source
1

of eare beyond-the family. If child care expenses increase with the

number of children in the family, then a woman with several children

dust use a cheaper means of child care than one with a single child to

satisfy the same cost constraint. 9 In general, care by a family member

mem less
_

ithan-on

ive than nonfamily care; hence, households with more

child were expected to be more likely than single-child

eans of child care.10

one case. The nuMber o

families to use a family,
/

Confirmed in

vwsigni4eAht: n determining the choice.°

pare onlY fOr women whose youngest child
.

Ftrthermore, the nuMber of children

for black and white wome

more likely to,use a f

than one

However,, this hypothesis

ldren in the household

-or nónfamily-child

a preschooler Tables 5 -nd

,

rked in different Orectiopd

White wo en with more:than one child were

means of child care black women with more

child were less like doiso. ,The More detailed classificat

of child care methods found in.Tables -6 and 8 may explain.this racial

difference-. 'For both,blacks and whites whose youngest child was three

to,five, an.only child w

either a family member or someo e else, than were children in hou holds

e often cared for Outside the h _e; by

-

:with two or more children. In Ingle-child households, over 70 percent

- 9Number of Children is represented by two categories: respondents
_with only one child'zero to thirteen and those with two or more children_

een yearstifage.

ee Tables 13 t h 18 fo the cost of child care.
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of the househo

outside the This compared to 26 percent of the whites and 50 percent

of the blacks in families with more than one child (Tables 6 and 8).
/

/ 4
For, blacks care ou side the home most often meant care in a relativ's

,

regardless of race cared for their preschool child

e

home; 46 percent of the black families with only one child used this
J-.

means compared to 14 percent for black families with two Or more

children. For whites with a child of preschool age care outside the

home was more likely to involve a nonrelative or day care center.

aracteristics of the Job

SinCe a father, relative, or older sibling might be available

child care resburce for only a limited number,of hours each der,-
,

we would expect that reliance on such individUals for child care would-.

11
be more frequent among families in which the mother worked part time.

In addition, becaube of the shorter hours involved, mothers who-work

part time and have school-aged children are more likely to be.able to

care for their children after school. Hence, part-time workers should ,

be less likely than full-time workers to use nonfamily child care

arrangements. These AxPectations were confirmed only for white women

whose youngest was less than three or six to thirteen years of Age

(Tables 1,.and 9). -White part-time workers with infants were much more

-4-

likely to rely on care by fathers than were full-time workers, while-.

/thoSe employed fUll time more often used care in the home of nonrelatives

Table 2). For white women th, chool-aged chAldren, part-time work

part-time worker is defined as one who usually worked a maxi
of 34 hours a week.



-10

as associated with increased care by ther after. acbcol houra,,

increased arebYthe'mother At work, decrease in the number of.

children left unattended,(Table 10).

In general: arranging for a child to be cared for by a nonrelative

or a day care center was more expensivethan an arrangement made with

family member Thus,_we anticipate that reliance on nonfamily ch _

care should be directly related to a w n's houay earnings For

hite women with infants or preschoolers this relationship was found

12
to exist erables 1 and 5 . This.resulted primarily from an increase

in the care given by nonrelatives rather than a significantly greater

reliance on center care Tables 2 and 6).- For example among white

women with infants .the most highly paid group was twice as likely sas

the lowest to use care by nonrelatives either in_or out of the

For bla_ the results were unclear. The 'mother's hourlY-wAg

rate was significantly related to the Use of a nonfamily child Care

arrangenent for families whose youngest child was of pres'jhool or school

age (Tables 7 and 11) . However, for the first group the relat
I

onship
.1

=was not monotonic; and for the second-, it was opposite the one predicted.

Thus for both groups, respOndents in the lowest wage category we

more likely the tlose in the middle category ($1,61 to 2 to make

child,dare arrangements outside 'the family However-, this \flinding is

ambigubusl since =for both7groups of blacks for whichthe,ve iable.wa

espondents are divided into three categories by hourly wage. The .

lowest paid are.those earning $1.60 an'hour or less, the/minimum wage An
1971, In the second CategOry are those earning $1.61-to $2.40 an hour, and
the highest paid are those makingover 2.40.



significant those earning $1.60 or less an hour were much more. likely td

use a combination of relatives and n nrelatives Tables 8 and,12).. It

fill be recalled that such cases were classified as nonfamily arrangements.

Among black women with preschool children, the higher-than-average use

of nonfamily care-by those redpondents earning $2.40 or moreAln hour was

\. n.
o)the result of a greater reliance on organized dAy care centers Table .

The proportion using day care centers was almost twice as great for the

most highly paid grbup as for those earning under 60.

Geo ra hicLooation Of Residence

The location of a woman's home is expected to influence the child

care opt ons available to her. For example, the greater the population
..-,

r

denSity, the higher is the probability of havinga,day-care center nearby.
13

_

Historidally, the western region of the country, p

has led the nation in the development of organized dak care centers

14and other preschool gmgrams. In addition federally sponsored'child

care programs have been-concentrated -in the southern-United States.

Thus, ye expeot'to ftnd a higher use of nonfamily forms of child care,

particularly center care, in the South and the West.

13
A three category va iable wa need as a proxy for the-population

density of the woman's area of residence'. The categories of this variable
were (1) living in the central city of an SMSA, (2) living in an SMSA but
not its central city, and (3) not-living in an USA. Thus, it is assumed
that population density decreases from category one to category three.

14-
F or preprimary enrollment rates-by,-region for 1971, see Linda A.

Barker, Freprimary Enrollnent: October/I971 (Washington: National Center
for,Bducational Statistics, HE 5,220:29979-72). For a discussion-of the

child care in the United States, see Virginia Kerr, "One Step-
ForwardTwo Steps Bac'Z---CTila-CIMIgTAMe2-1-can-Ntstury-T"---In-f

- Roby (ed. ), Child Care--Who Cares (New York:1 Basic Books, Inc., 1973)
PP- 157-



Population dens y was significantly

nonfamily forum of c8re oh

elated-to the choice 'between

under six Tables 3 and 7). Living outside an SMSA significant

the probability that a black,child would be cared for In a nonfar

amgement while his pr her motHer worked outside the home.

reduced

Although the relationship between -populat" on density and-frequency

amily child care arrangements was not signifcant -for whites
f I

important association between population densiti,and reliance

there wa

organized day care centers. For both blacks and whites whose youngest

as a preschooler, the proportion sending their children to a-day care

I

center wus considerably higher if the fami lived in the central City of

an SMSA (Tables 6 and 8). For example, 23 percent'of'the whites and 22

.percent of the blacks who lived in,central'Oities-of SMSA's used center
I

care. This compared with &percent_of the white. and 13-Tercent of the

blacks who lived outside an SMSA.

Region of residence had a signifi nt effect on the selectIon of non a

,

child care arrangements among whites with infant children Table 1 For

this group of pOthers use of nonfamily forum of care was --ign fic_ _ _ greater .

\

in the South than in other regions of the co4ntrr_-.primarily hedause of=the
1

higher-than ver ge use of-center c: e by sou
t
hern -whites Table 2

I

An examinat on of regional tuitterns of day care center

, 1

_ white women -who livein-either the southern or western regiona
.

u e indicates

considerably more likely to leave a child under six in a day ca

center while they worked-15-. For blacks a similar relationship is found

15
Women whose youhgest child was six

his statement.

;hirteen were an exce



-among women with,infants; 13 percent.of those in the South used day ca e

..centers Compar4 to only 2 percent in the Nbrtheast or North Central

states Table 4) Whether these differences result from regional

fferences in the emphagisz'of federal programs or from variations among

states in ch ld care legislation is not known, but deserves careful

44

investigatiov.r

1

Personal Characteristics

Arleen Leibowitz.'s research on the time devoted by mothers and

fathers to the nurturing of young children suggests a,positive orrelaton
4\

between the mother's educational attSinment'and the amoUnt of time

spent in the,.care of children under six years of age
17

. Furthermore she

_uigests that better educated women are unlikely to vieW older children

.or other relatives .as adequate sources ofbhild cafe for yOung children.

Thus, we hypthesized that the greater a woman's educational attainment,

the more likely she will be to use a nonfamily form of 'child care .

Our results for white women whose youngeSt child was either"an

infant or preschooler confirmed our hypothesis Tables 1 and 5

. the otherland, for blacks the relationship held.only in the case of

16
The analysis included two va ables which we classified as

personal characteristics. These were age and educational attainment.
,The results for the age variable were perplexing and apPeared to be
related to our classification of a 'co bination of relative and nontelative
care as a nonfamily child care arrangement. For-,this reason, me do not
discuss the age variable in the text.

17
See,Arleen Leibowitz, "Education and Home Production," American

Economic Review 64 (May 1974): 243-50; -and Atlten-Leibowitn" "Home
Investments in Children," Journal of Political- onomy 82 March April



women-with infants Table 3). All-else being equal; white and black

women with at leaat some.college education.were approximately one-and
A

one-half times as likely to leave an infant child in a nonfamily

ngement as were women who had not completed high school
A

(T*b1es 1 and:3). For whites, ibis

use of unrelated.persona who name into t

or.who cored for the chilAren in their

as the higher use of day.care Center

education,that explained thz Flifference

child

_re frequent.

hOme to care for thechliaren

le 2). For,black

among.tho e -with some Oollege-

Table

'Although education wa not siificantIyr
v-

between familY and nonfamily means of care for those

e_

youngest child was,-eik to,thirteen, there

id,the choIce

households-where the

a- eart to te an important relation-

ship between education 'and type of family, care Tables. 9 and II). Among

women with more than a high school edudation Eeem better able,

e their working days to provide care for their children themselves.

tes with more than 12 years of chooling whose youngest chAld MEM in

schdo were more freqUent available to care fbr their children after

inhool'than were warden with a\high,school education or le nd.there

'waa correspondingly less reliance on bare by older .siblings among the most

highly educated group (Table 10 ) Those blacks with more than a high-

-school eduCation had a lower prObability of-leering a child unsupervised

Or in the care of a srbling and a greater prdbability'of care=by the'

mother herself at Work or at home'after-school Table 12).

Summary

_ In general, the decision to go outside_the_talilly_to arra

the care of young children while the mother worked was a fUECtion_of the
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- availabilitY or otherfamtly members at home or in the oMmunity, the-

vconan's earnings l. and her.edudationalattainment. If relatives lived in

the,home- or local area, the working mOther was likely to have them look-

after the children in her absence. Although teenaged children often

-cared for preschoolers and young schoolaged children;they were
/ .

/

generally not used to-care for childrenunder three years of.age. In,

,addition to the famll's composition, the earnings f thewoman played

an important role in the choice of nonfamily-forms of child care. Thus,

all else being equal, reliance-on nonfamily child.care increased as
/

earnings ificreasea. After controlling for, family composition and,earnings,
/

. educational attainment positively related to the selection of.

nonfamily _had- care, particularly among women with infants. Thus,

-

women with some college education were more likely,than thoge with

less than high school,to opt for a -nonfamily form of child dare eVen

family substitutes were available in the home or locality.

Federal child care legislation has had as one of its primary-

objectives-the provi ion of child care servic s to low income families. ,

With the n'ational emphasis on the develorment of centece, we
/

erpected to observe the effect -of t .-policy,in a high incidence of

day care center 6ilizat1on.among women who earned low wages. 0

results for whites suggested that-low wage women were no more likely to--

ely on center careAhan high wage women; and for blacks, there was a

positive relationship between reliance on day care centers and the

average hourly earnings of wooden.



Engaging-An market adtivitied outside :he home invOlves diredt,as

11 as indirect costsswhidh affect the netretUits fredi work; -For
.

_

ithsmall children, such costs include,,thtbse oCcasioned by

the dare o_ children the greater these cos the lemer is the net

monetarY benefit from work Thus, a meaningful Vay to measure the,
!

child pare forthe family id the direct cash outlay associated'

we

of market work su
18

lied by the mother. In thisrsection,

analyze the factors that explain variation.in this &Mount.

Our cost.modei hypothesizes that childpcarefekpenditured ere

function of the kind of child c arranged-, t ability of the familY

N.

18
U

1.1

Note that-ve are not exaMining the average hourly dont of child

care. (NIB data dO not permit an estimate of that value,'since, information
was.not collected orractual nuMber of hours cOliered.by,a_child.care:
arrangement if the woman paid for dhild dare by ihe Aay, vvek, month-corr.
year.) ';--A mother may actuallY paY..for fewer hours of child care than the
actualnumber of hours that she worked. For example, assume that there

are two working In-others. Each relies upon gp hours.of child.-dare.peril

week and pays $.50 per-hour for her arrangement. Furthermore, :they both

earn:$2.00 an hour. However, the.first mother works a regular. 40-hoU1-a-

week job.while the sedond works:Only 20 hoUrs. The met hourlY earnings of
-the first mother are higher than.the pedond's, since her expenditures of

child care are-spread over more hours arwork. Thua, while the:firA
mother nets $1.75 per-hour, the second receiVes 1.50.

The first mother may rely-on unpaid family neWbers for-20 additional

,hours of child care-to:cover her time away from-hoMe..,Our proceOre-
assumes a zero cost_for the time of these individual's. :ObviouslY, the

-assigning of a zera=dOdt to- such family metbers imPIles that their marginal

product in their next_best alternative is zero Although-we-fa

adknowledge thatthese family:resources may.involve indirect casts to
,

-the family, we have np practical.way of attaching a Value-to their time

devoted to the.care of-children. The valuation of these fithily resources

is coMplex since family members .matrenJoy looking after the dhildren and

may simultaneoUsly engage in other household tasks. Thus, the indirect

dost-tO the-family is -far'. frul-obvious .Fvr this reaso14-we -feel that- L _

more meaningful and practical method is one that accounts for onlY the

direct monetary outlay for child.oare:
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to pay for it, concern for child care quality, and residential and

gedgraphic chsracteri tics. As in the ana
_

_ child care arrahgements

we have stratified our sample by race and by the age of the,youngest

c4ild. Similarly, the statistical method of ana Ple Cla

fication Analysis. Thus, we are able to determine t'he net.TOr "p e"

effect of any particular indeperident variable, after adjusting for the

effects Of the other independent variables in the equation.

qte coat of child care-associated with an hour of market work

varied inversely-with te,age of the youngest child. For example, black

and white women,with infants paid'an average of about-$ 37 for child

care for each hour that they worked oUtside the home (Tables iTand 14).

If the youngest child was a preschooler, the aversge hourly expenditure

26 for whites and $.28 for blacks (Tables 15 and 16
_

age children, the co responding figures were and

and 18) .

Characteristics of the Childl:Care Arrangement_

For school-

64 Tables 17

Expenditures for child care are likely to be affected by who cares

the-children, the nuMber of children involved, and the nutber of

ours of care to be provided. Four variables were inclUded in the

s s-to-measure-these effects:- (1) the i:Jpe and location of the

angement used; (2) the number of-children tmder11Fars of-age livi

in the home; al status and (4) the number of hours Worked pay

The single:most important ?actor af ecting,the cost.of child care

was the type and location of c re (Tables 13 thro hgla). Family



in the homes of relatives. For example white woMen_with infant-Ohildien
. .

paid an average of .07 per hour worked for r.mily care in their own

homes compared with $.40 per hour worked for care_

Table 13).1- This,cost difference reflected the ,fact that in-home, family

-,,care was less likely than care in the-hcmes of rslat1vèsto inyolve an

exchange'of.money ComPared to-both family foams of care, Ta;m0mily

care-was more expensive, averaging over $.50 per hoar

After controlling for the type of arrangement.4s Well as the other

ndependent variables in the model, the'cost of child care was generally

not influenced by the nudher of.children for wham care was provided. The
,z A*

exception to this statement was white women with infant children. For.:.

these women, haurly child care expenditures incr

childreeunder 14 years old rose Table 13).

For both white and b

the average cost of child

women (Tables 15 and.16). Among whites he respective amounts

$.32 and .25. For blacks they vere $.46 and $.13. -Thus, contrOiling

ed as the number of

_k women whose youngest child was a presc o

are was higher among noamarried than married

for the kind of'arrang _ n and the hours worked by_the-woman, the net

return from =an hour of work for women with-the saUe wage was lower for

nonmarried than married/women Whkise yonngest child wasca pre

similar conclusion was reached in the caseof women with infant children,

In this case, nonmarried mo hers paid .68 per.haar worked canpared to

$.18 dor married

.Ability to Pay

othera.

Aloinent-It_earnmore may be ected to pay More for child care..

le cross-tabulations not presented n this report



hers ith children under six on average spent between one-sixth

and one-fifth of their hourly earnings for the care of their children. This

relative expenditure remained remarkabiA stable regardless of earnings,

implying a direct relationship between earnings and-theabsolute expendi-

tures,for child care. In the mativariate analysis, a Significant direCt

relationship between earning_ and, expenditures on child care was found

for whiteyomen whose youngest childwas-under six and for black women whose

- youngest child Wasaix to thirteen Tables-13, 15 and 18).

Concern for Child Care Qualit

Recent time-budget studIes have indicated that better educated women

spend more time than less,well educated women in the care of infants and

;

preschooler
19

These findings suggest a positive correlation between

. -

concern for child care quality and a mother's educational attainment-. Since

'we include the mother's hourly earnings and her choice of a child care

arrangement in our MCA's, we-relympop her educational attainment to

as a proxy for interest in childcare quality. Therefore, we assume a

direct relationshiP between educational attainment and-expenditUrei
2

After-controliing i'or her earnings end the type of ohild care

ent Used, a mother's educational_attainment-was-not-signifiCant

care expenditUres However, since education was

important in the Bele tion of a child care arrangement, we conclude,that

ts primary effect was bn the choice of an arrangement rather than the

19
Russell C. Rill and Frank P. Stafford, "Allocation:of Time to

Preschool Children and Educational OpOortnnity," Journal of-HUman
Resources 9 (Summei 1974): 323-41; and LeiboWitz, "Education and Hathe
Production.



expended for it once the arrangement, -d been determined. Thus

whereas better educated women were more likely to select a nonfamily
-

form of child care than were less educated woman
3 they paid no more for

,
. .

such child-care than did women with less education who used the same .

The price pald'for any-fOrm of child care may be expected to.b.e.

tnflUencedlly geOgraphic differences in supply, demand, and-tastes for

-child care Thus, we haVa-included Measures of popUlationdensity and
_-

regioh'of residende. The' net-effect-of resid in an-urban or rural-
, _

area on the cost.of child carels,not a_pridri predictable, since both

the supply of and demand for child care are-likely.to be greater in

densely populated urban areas., Regionally nordamily child care

utilization tend be higher-in the South and the Weit than other

Such differences-may be expected to influence-parts of the country.

regional cost va

Living in an urban area significantly reduced the average =1st

-:of=child care among black and whiie mothers with infant children and for,

blacks whose

Thedifferenee

ungett chiId-wa)s a preschooler Table 14. and 16).,

particularly_dramatic among bleats With -fants (Table

If a bledtwomanyith an infant child lived in the central aity Of

an SNSA, she paid-on average $.15 per hour_for child care for ,each hoar_

that she worked. However, this same woman did not reside in an SNSA,

she Paid on average $.t5 per hour or-five times the'rate-of her urban

art___LTalale 14).



_

The inverse relationship between the cost of child care and the

age of*the youngest ehild may help to explain the negative assoclation

betweenyoung children and the labOr force participation of women.

4a1 else being equal', a Woman with a youngehild can anticipate a 1

monetary return from Work-than one with an older child.

The primary factor which affected the cost of child care was,the

'kind of arrangement actua

21

de. If a child was cared for in the home

by a menber of the immediate family the cost was lower than if he or she

were cared for in the home/of a relative, fiiend, or neighbor. However,

the -most expensive mxxie ,of child-c e was-in=boime care-by-someone unrelated

to the family. Thus, all else being equal, thg net return fropHmarket

work appears higher among womex. who relied upon family forms of child care.

Furthermore, both earnings and rural residence played an important
_

role in how much a woman paid for the care of her children Women Who

e tended to_pay.more_for child care. In addition, orkins

mothers residing in areas of low population density paid more on average

fo_ child care than those living in areas of high population density.

:FEBNcE FOR ALMNATIVE FORM OF- ChilD

-1We analyzed the determinants of a mother s preferende for a form

of child care other than her current arrangement. Our objective was to

tise this analysis as a proxy for child 'care dissatisfaction. The
, .

independent variables in the.MultiPle Claisification.Ptnalysie.of

.
. . ./.

Imeferende were the same as those used-in the cost equations The-- .

dependent-variable mas dichotomous and assumed the,value of one if the

2 7



wished to have some kind of child,care other than her/current

arrangement and zero otherwIse. However inmost ses the equations

failed to achieve statistical significance. Furthermore there were

22'

no consistent and generalizable relationships among the various independeat

'and the,universes stratified by race and by the age oi the

-est,child. Thus, these equationa are-not-presented in the teit.

Although the multivariate analysis of.preference.proved to be

unsatisfactory from a statistioal Point of view

two conclusions from the analysis First, most working

satisfied with their child care arrangement; towever,

were mothers of infant children Table 19). Of the women whose younges

child was under three, 16 perdent of the whiteS and 18 percent of the-

blacks expressed a desire to have a different child care arrangement. .

The proportions deelined considerably the _older the ungest ,child,in

the,household. Second, if the Woman wished to change her .hild care

arrangement her preference was more likely,to be for nonfaMily rather

than family forMs of child care. This preferencefor nonfaMily child

,care-Waa-stronger among blacks than-whites.

POLICY DIPLICATIONS.

The cost of arranging for the care of children while the mother worked

'outside the home was not incon equential in 1971. Women whose youngest

child was under three spent on average $.37 for each hour that they

supplied to the labor market. The cost declined t 27 per hour among

women whose youngest child was three to five. A major reduction in

chiId care expenditures occurred once the youngest child reached achool



age. In relative terms, women with children under six spent between one-'

'sixth and one-fifth"of their average hourly earnings for child care.

These'expenses coupled, with,the low wages historically earned by -qomen

in,the United States pay explain the inverse relationship between-female

labor force participation and young children. Although a family may

need additional sources of income, the cost of ca ing for young children

. substantially reduces the expected gain to the family from the mother's

employment outside the home.

Family members in the home and those residing nearby are the major

sources ot child ca e regardless oflrace and the child's- age. Although

care provided by family membe

likely than nonfarsi

particularly those in the home, was less

care to involve a direct cost to the family, the

expenditures were significant particularly among preschoolers and'

infants.

Recent modifications in the Internal Revenue Service Code%represent

jor step in overcoming'the constraining effect of children on,female

labor force participation. First part-time working mothers are now

eligible fpt aichtid care deduction.. Second families may dediict child

cateexpenditu7s ftom their taxable income even if they do not itemize

deductions. Third, the tax deduction applies-even-if payment is made to

near'relatives. This liberalization of the tax code governing.child,

care deductions should Substantially affect the child care burden of_ _

ow and middle income families who were not eligible in the past,because

the mother worked part time the family did not itemize deductions or the

child was cared for by a near relative.

2 9



Although considerable national attention has been directed at the

need for organized day care centers in order to rove the economic

status of women, the,results of this study suggest.that the econ

position of women in general-is more likely to:be affected by'tax-

24

reforms. such as:those recently passed rather than tile funding: of day

care centers. However, there are several inportant characteristics

of center care utilization and need which require national attention.

The first is the impprtance of,day care centera amongblacks 'The_

reasons for this are unclear an deserve additional research; The

second is the regional variations in day care center utilization observed

in this study. Women in the Northeast and the North Central regions

were considerably less likely than those in the southern or western

regions to leave their children in a day care Center.- Thus national

policy should direct attention at these regional disparities to the

extent they indicate differential access to center care among low

income families residing in these various regions of the United States

Given the substantially higher expenditures for child care among!

rural women, it is unlikely that their economic status will be- ignificant

enhanced by dither recent changes in the income tax code orthe national

and state emphasison the development of day care centers in urban'

communities. Therefore, national and st te policy makers should direct

their attention to the' child care needs of rural women in AMerica.



Table 1 Unadjusted and Adjusteda Proportions Who Relied op Nlnfamily Sources of Child Care,
by Socioeconomic and Demographic Characteristics, 1971'

'(Wlite women with youngest Child under 3 yearb of age)b

,MCA results (F-ratios in -parentheses)---

Characteristic Number of
respondents

Unadjusted
,percent

Adjusteda
percent

Total or averaee 4.28

R m 0.17 226 51.5 51.5

A$e (2.28)

197 50.5 49.7'17-27
34-48 29 57.7 63.2

Number of children under 14 ears (0.75)
1 128 50.1 49.2
2 or more 98 53.3 54.5

Relative 18 years or older (7.71
No 198 55.4 54.7
Yes 28 24.0 29.3

Child 14-17 ears old in hous 0.59)
No 212 51.3 52.1
Yes
rital status ( .

14 c c

Married-- 196 52:5 51.5
Other

grade (2.49*)
30 45.4 51.6

0- years 50 42.1 41.9
12 years 124 49.2 50.8
13 or more years
urs worked per week (25.33***)

52 65.3 62.0

Part-time 1-3 hours) 72 30.8 30.2
Full-time (35 or more hours)

Avrabiseraehoui (4.59**)
154 621.1 62.4,-

,-

1. 0 or less 34 40.6 48.0
$1.61-$2.40 92 41.4 41.3

I 2.41 or more}
, , 100 63.4 61.1

Area of residence (0.23)
I In SMSA, central city 60 52.6 50.6

In SMSA, not central city 76 52.6 54.1
Not in SMSA 90 49.5 49.4

Region of residence (3.51
South 82 63.3 62.7
West 39 51;7 50.7
Other 105 43.8 446

a Percentages-are'sdjustedLfor_the effects Of all the explanatory variables shown in the table.
b Universe restricted to women wilt', were employed wage and salary workers in the 1971 survey

vmek. Respondents who lack information on any of the variables used in the MCA are excluded
11'6o the sample. . _

c -Percentagea not shown-where nuMber of sample size is amaller than 25.,
* Significant at cc < .10.
** Significant at m < .05.

A** Significant at cc < .01.

5-

25
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Table-2 ,Child Care Arrangemente, by Socioeconomic and Pem_ aphic Charact

(White women-with youngest child under 3 yearc Ofsge)a

I

(Percentage distribution)

Child care arrangements
Total or
al/brace

--

Age.

1

:RrumbeY of children
'nuder_14 years

Relative 18
._.

years or older

17-27 34-48 \ 1 ' 2 or more - No Yee:

Total number in sample 226 197 29 128 98 198 28

Total percent 100 100 , 100 100 100 100 100

Family Souxces of care
.

49 -50- 42
I

50 47--
,

45 '76
In child's home 26 25 . 32 '25 27 22.,. 56.

Father . 13 13 11 . 12. 13 .14 4'

Older sibling '2 0 18 1 4 ..-- 1 11

Qther relative 8 9 0 11 5 3 41

Mother after'achoOl 0 0 0 0 0- 0 0
CoMbination.of family membere 3 2 3 . 2 3 3 0
Child cares for aelf 0, ---1 0 0 1 1 - 0

Outside child's home 23 -25 11 25 20 ' 23 -20
Home of relative 20 22 7 23 16 20 16
Mother at wotk '3 3 3 2 4 3 4

Nonfami* sources of%care 52 51 58 50 . 53 55 24

/n child's home 12. 10 25 8 18 _ 13 8
Nonrelative - 8 8 9 8 9 9 4

Relative and nonrelative 4 i 16 0 8 4 , 4
Outside child's-home- 35 36 29 42- 28 38 16

-nrelative 29 31 22 36 21 33 7
Day care center 6 6 8 6 6 -6 9

Other 4 4 3 1 8 5 . 0

Table continued on next page.)



Table 2 -- Continued

Child care arrangements
Total
or

averag

Child 14-17-years
old in househad

Marital
status

Highest grade
completed

Mourn
orkedw per
',Week

Yes --ried Other 0-11 12 13-18
Full
_m-

Fart
time

Total number in sample 226 212 14 196 30 50 124 52 154 72

Total percent .100 100 h 100 100 100 100 100 100 130-

. Family soureeS of care, 49 49 b , 48 55 50 51 35 38 69
In child's home 26 25 b 25 -32 35 23 23 18 41
Father 13 12 b, , 15 0 9 12 17 7 24
Older-sibling 2 1 b 3, 0 9 1 0 2 3
,Other relative 8 9 b 5 28 15 8 3, 8 8-
Mother after school 0 0 b 0 0 0 0 0 0 (,-.)

Combination of family
MeMbers , 3 b 2 4 3 3 2 1 6

Child cares for self 0 0, b 0 0 0 1 0
.Outaide child's, home 23- 24 b 23 23 23 28 11 20 28

Home of relative 20 21 b
.

19 23 19 25 9 19 22
Mother at work 3 4 0 4 2 1 6

Ronfamily sources of care 52 51 b 53 45. 42 49 65 62 31
In child's home
,N6nrelative

12
8

11
8

b
b'

12

9

14
4

14,

9
9
5

17
17

12
8

-12

9
.. Relative and ponrelative 4 3 2 1 5 5 0 4
Outside child's home 35 36 b 37 28 29 35 42 46 15
Nonrelative '29 30 b 30 24.' 20 30 35 39 10
Day care center 6 6 b 6 4 8 5 7 7 5'

Other 4 14 b 14 3 0 4 7 4 4

(Table continued on next page.



Chili care arrang ents

,

_To 1

or,
Average

Average houily
earnings'---'

Ares of
-..

residence
Regioe of
residende

0

or,
less

61-
2 40

42.41
or _

rc

In'SMSA
central
city.

In BMA
-not

Central
city .

,

NOt
in

SMISA

South

_-

West

Total nuMber in sample
.,

TOtal percent

Family sources of care
in child's home

Father .

Older tabling
other relative
Mother after s6hoolc
CoMbination'of family:

members- . ,

Child-Cares for self
Outside child's home
=Home of relative
Mother.at work

Nonfamily sources of care
In cnild-'s home
Nehrelative
-Relative and nonrelative

outside child's home _..._,
,Nonrelative _.

Day core center

Other

226

100

49
26
1:
2
8
0

0
23
20

--3-
52
12
8
h,

35
29
6

4

34

100

59
31,
6
10
12
0

O.

3
29
15

13
41
lo
6,

3
27
17
10

4

92

100

59
32
16
2

10
o

4
o
26
25

=1
41
7
4

3
34
28
5

1

100

lOG

37
19_
11
0

.--5

9

-2

0
18
7
1

63
17
13
4

4o
34
6

6

60

100

47
22-
13
2

7
0

0.

o
26
'21

-4
53
11

7
4-

4o
-27

13

2

76

100

47
29
13.
1

. 10

..o

3
. 1.
19
16
.3

53
' 11

7
4

.37.

31

5

5

90

100
51.

26
32
4
7
o

14

o.

25
22-

.2-
50
14
11
3

31
29
2

14

82

100

7
.

0

2
.o

23
23
0
63
11
9
2
51
34
17

3.

100

0

3
2
23
1
5

52

9
6
3

35
J2
4-

B

4

5 '

3 ,

0
23'

18
4

44
-14

9
5

26
26
0

II-

a Universe restricted to vomen who were employed wage and salary,workers in
Respondents who lack information on any of the variables used Lathe Preceding M _
are excluded from tne sample. .

b Percentage distribution not shown where sample size
c Mother works only when'child is-in school.

than 25.

rvey week.
Table 1).



Table 3 Unajuated and Adjuateda Propertions Wbo Relied -on Nonfamily SourCeS of Child Ca
. by Socioeconomic and Demographic Characteristics:, 1971_

(Black women with yOUngest Child-under 3 year age)

MCA results (F-ratios in parentheses

Characteristic
I

Number of
respondents

Unadjusted
percent

Adjustcda
1

percent

Total or avera e 3.61
-2
R --. 0.15 207 35.0 35.0

.!5! (6.77***)
17-27 174 33.0 31.9
34-48 , 33 48.0 55.0

Number of children under 14 years 0

1 88 30.0 31.8
2 or more 119 38.8 ,37.5

Relative jears or olde 16.85 _

No 125 46.5 45.1
gYea 62 17.0 19-3

Child 14-17 years old in household (0.27)
No . 180 34.3 35.6
/as ' 27 41.0 30.5

Marital st u (2.49)
Married 125 '37.1 31.2
Other 82 31.7 41.1

Highest grade completed 2.44*)
84 25.9 28.70-11 yearn

12 years 92 36.0 35.2
13 or more years - 53.5 49.3

Hours worked per week (1.63)
Part-time (1-34 hours) 116 25.1 27.7
Full-time (35 or more hours ) 161 37.9 37.1

Avera e honly earn (0.89)
62

100
29.2
36.0

33.7
38.6

or le
$1.6142.40
$2.41 or more 45 39.0 28.5

Area of residence'(7.47***)
In SNSA, central city 04 45.2 434
In SMSA, not central city 39 42.0
Not in SMSA 64 13.8 17.2

Region of residence (0.27)
South 1 143 31.9 31iB
West 13 c

Other 51 37.9 33.2

-djusted-for-the-effects-of-all-the-explanatory-variables-shown-in-the-table.'
b Universe restricted to women who were employed Wage and salary'workers'in the,1971 survey week:
°.Resi3ondents whp lack'information on anybfLtbe variables used in the MCA are excluded'from the

.
.

. sample. ,
'Percentages not shown where number of sample aize is smaller than.25.

Significant at cr< .10.
Significant at ec < .05.

**-* Significant at m < .01.



ngements by Socioeconomic and Demographic CharOcteristics

(Black w th youngest child under 3 years of age

(Percentage distribution

'Child care arrangements t alTo or

NUMber
i' e

of Children
14 years

Relative 18
ears or older

average
17-27

,

34-4
,

/ 1 2. or more: No Yea :

.

Total nuMber in sample
. .

Total percent
_ - -

aMily sources of care-
In child's home --
Father j

Older sibling
Other 'relatiVe

. c
Mother after school
Cohination of family members.

_ . _ .

Child cares for self
.Outaide child's home

Home of relative
Mother at work

Nonfamily sources of care /
,

In child's home
Oionrelative
Relative and nonrelat ve

Outside child's.home
Nonreletive .

Day care center
Other i

207

1450

65
'.36

7
-3

21
0
5.

0
29
28
1

35
9
14

5
25
15
11
1

174'

00

67
34

7
1
22
0
4
0

33,
321:

1
33
7
2 :/'

51
26
15'
11
0

_

1

5
b

.

3
/15

//2

Y 7
0
7
7
0

48a
16

5
22 ,

13

9
-.5-

88

100

'70

9
1..

24.-

0
5
0
32
31
1

30
6

5

1
24
21
4
o

119-

1460

61
34
6' -

.-, -.. 5,

,A9
1
4
0

28
26
l'

39
11
'3
8

.26

. 10

16
2.

125,
. .

514

19_
7
1
7

0
4

35
34
1

47

12
5,
7

33 .

17
16
2

83
63
8

7

3.

21

19
,2

17
4
1

3
13
11
. 2

0

(Table continued on next page.):



Tabie = Continued

1

Chill care arrangementa
Total

or
average

Child 14-17
years old

in household

Marital
status

Highest grade
-:completed

worked
Ter week

Othe 011 12 8 Full
time,tine

Fart

Totalnumber in Gavle 207 180 27 125 82 -84 92 31 6
Total percent 100 100 100 100 100' 100 100 100 100
F _Iy-SoUrces of care 65 66 59 63 68 ,74 64 47 62 75In.child'l home 36 34 50 28 49. 43 32 32 30 56

7 7 9 4 6 .9 4 20
_der sibling'

' 3 1 17 4 2 6 1 3 3 3Offkr relative
c.Mthera1terachoc1,

21
'0

21
'. 0

16
0

11
0

37
1

22,
--0

20
1

19
0

18
0

29

CoMbinatkOn_Of.family

'9
IteMbe1 0 5 4 7 4

. 5 2 5Child-tarca for self 0 0 0 0, 0 0OUtaide child's hems 29 32 9 35 20 ,32 32 14 32 19Home of relative ' 28
! 31 9 18 31 32 3.2 31 17Mother at worX 1 . 1 - 0 1 __ 1 1 3 1Nonfenily sources Of care 35 34, tel

- 37 32 26 36 54 38 25in child's home 9 8 l3 12 .513 4 15 8 U.
Nourelative:.. 4 4 4 4 2 '1 3 12 3 7Relative And nOnrelative - 5 5 9 7 . 2 11 2 3 6 1Outside child's home 25 25 25 24 27 12 32 37 29
Nonredative 15 14 3.7 12 19 9 19 13 16 1Day care'center 11 11 . 9 12 . ,8 3 12 24Other 1 1 3 2 0 2 0

(Table c ed on next page



Table 4 -- c9ntinued

Child care arrangements
Total
or

verage
,

AveraSehourly
earninga

Area of
residence

, =Reglon=of
,rsaidence ,

-or

Jess

1 2:41
_

more

In smaA
central
city

In, SMSA

not
central

i

Not
ih

SMSA

South Went Other

Total flumber in sample 207 5' .104 39 1 1

Total-percent 100 100. 100 1.00 AO 10 100 b 100

Famdly-sources of care ,65 71 64 61 55 58 86 68 b - 62
In chiles home t 36 26 29 38 146 38 b 39

Father 7 7 9 4 , 5 ,14 .7 8 b. 7
Older sibling 3 4 3 2 2 0 6 3 b 3

--Other relative ) 21 23 22 15. 21 22 .. b' 25

Maher after sehool
c

0 1 _ 0 0 0 0 1 0 b 0

Combination of family
meMbera , 5 5 4 5 1 2_ 6 b , 3

(Thild cares for self 0 p o io , o o 0 0 b 0

Outaide-ohild's home 29 30 27 35 26 20' 40 30 b 24

Home of relative 28 29. 27 32 - 24 20 -40 29 b '22-

'Anther at ww.k 2 O. 3 .2 , 0 0 1 hi
Nonfamily sources of care 35 29 36 39 45 42 14 32 b 38

In child's home 9 9 6 16 13 5 4 6 b 19
-nrelativs 4 0 2 12 6 0. 3 2 10

e1ative and t-_-_ove70 '4e 5 9 4 4 8 , 9 1 4 b 9
th.tcide IltA 25 19 30 22 31, 36 10' 25 b 19

Nonrelative 7-5 15 15 13, 15 22 -9 12 b 18

Day cz:,:l T.e. 11 4 14 9 15 14 1 '3 b 2

Othtr 1 2 1 2 1 2 0 2 b

a tinivan refitria-ed to, women who were employed wage and salary workers in the 1971
Resp-,Ld-nts w7!:.-, lack information on any of the variables uaed in the precedi

are ,7!1411,2ed f?en the sample.

b Perc,:nt.)ge distribution not shown where aample Size is leas than-25.

c Mother works only when child is in 'school.

urvey week.
Table a)

=



Table 5 Unadjusted and Adjusteda Proportions Wbo Relied on Nonfmmily Sourdes of Child Care,
by Socioeconomic and Demographic Characteristics, 1971

(White vomen with yotngest child 3 to 5 years of age)b

(F-ratio in parentheses)

Characteristic Number of
respondents

Unadjusted
percent

Adjusted
a

percent

Total or average (2.57***

210 49.9 49.9= 0.09

!km. (9.25***
17T27 106 49.6 39.6
34-48 104 50.2 59.7

NuMber of children under 14 years 5

79 63.5 62.3--I
2 or more 131 41.9 42.6

Relative 18_years or older (3.55* ) .

No 182 51.8 52.4
Yes 28 38.1 34.4

Child 14-17 years old in household 2 91*)
No e 166 52.9 52.9
Yes 44 39.1

_
39.3

Marital status (3.6019 SI

Married 171 47.2 46.8
other 39 60.7 62.5

Highest Tr ade completed (2.141*) -

0-11 years 60 33.0 38.5
12 years . 116 54.5 53.5
13 or more years 34 63.7 57.2

Hours worked per week (0.02)
Part-time (1-34 hours) 66 50.6 50.6
Full-time (35 or more hours) 144 49.5 49.5

Avee hourly earnings (3.36**)
22 31.2 36.0 ,.or less

.40 88 41.2 43:4
2.41 or more 100

t.

61.4 59.5
)

Area of residence (0.14)
In SMSA, central city. 49 51.2 50.4
Tn SMSA, not central city 52.4 47.6
Not in SMSA 47.3 51.4

Rsgion of,residence (0.99)
South 51.4 54.7
West 57.2' 53.5
Other 93 45.3 44.9

Percentages are adjusted for the effects of all the eXplahatory:varfables shown in the _able.
Universe restricted to women'who were employed,wage and salary workers.in the 1971 survey week.
RespOndents who lack information on any of the variables used in the' MCA are 'excluded frOM the
sample. --

* Significant at ex .10.

** Significant at cc.< .05.
*** Significant ht`a< .01.
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Table 6 Chila Care : _oeconomie and D_

Child ! _=e

,

NUAber Of cbildren
underI44eara

. . _

Relative :: 18 '

-years cor_latcler_

17.27
,

- 2 or =

182 ;

100

1j8 ,

14

15
12

-- 7-

31
20
12

6

28.

1

,

4,

15
15

0

Total i in sample ,

Total perceat'.-
- .

-Family:sources or eare
In chilWa bane
---Fatber-1

Older Sibling i

Citherrilativ&
Motbir.--ifter school-
Cci6imation of,:fandly nebera

; Child cares foreelf
OUtside child's bone
-' S011eaof relative

)1 Aber: at: work'
-Nonfamilys oureelf, Of care

in child's bone
Noprelative,
Relative and nonrelative

OutSide Child's home
.Nonrelative
Day careoenter--

Other

210

,_-100

50
36
13
3.

10
2
11

0
14
11

: 4
50
13
7
6 ,

31 :

19
12

106

100

50_
29
10
o

12
2

5
' 0

21
.16

5
50

9
6
4

37
25
12

4

':

:

4
:

1014

100

. 50

143

16
6
8
2
10
0
7

2
50
18

'99
-26
14
12

1

79

100

37
20

_ As

0
lo
1.

', 3
0

t'i-

12
- 5
64
'4 :.

14 -

0
56
31

, 25

3

131

100

38

_5
--; lo --

2-
110-

'0

13
10

42
. 19

9
10
16
12 .

4

7

(Table continued on next page.)
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Table 6 -- Continued

.

ld care air angementa ..

_

Total
or

average

Child 14-17
-.. .

.years old
-

in household
.

Marital
status

Highest grade
-completed'

s

rked _
Per wee4

.

No Yes Married Other 0-11 12 13-18 Full
time

Part
time-

Total number in s_ e 0 166 171 - 39 60 116 34 144 66

_Total percent 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Family sources of care 50 47 61 .53. 9 67 46 36
:.

51 49
In child'a home 36 30 56 39 26 48 32 30 37 35
-,_ Fathr. 13- 11 21 17 0 17 12 10 12- 16

Oldorsibling 3 13 4. 2 5 3 o 3 4 -

Other relative 10 11 5 8 19 -11 B 16 12 6
,Niather'after.schaolu 2 3 0 3- 0 4 0 2 3

i cebination of family ---.=

nembera 8 5 _.717 -:-0 5 15 5 5 9 5

, Child-cares forranif 0 0 0 0- 0 0 0
Outside child!a homd 14 17 5 14 -14 19 14 6 14 15
Home of relative 11 13 2- 11 8 16 10 :- 3 12 7
Mother at wtic li 4 3 3 6 4- 3 :3 -2 8

-onfemily souices of care 50. '53 39 47 61 33 55 -64 50 51
In :child's home --- 13 13 14 13- 14 10 12 24 11-: 8
Nomrelative .7 7 8 7 8 4 . 7 13 5 11.

Relative and- nonrela ive,
entnian "child's home

r 6

31_
6

36
7

15
6

27
6

47
6
20

5

37
-11 6

4
:7

-24
Monrelative 19 23 7 17 28 14- 21 =22 21 16
Day care center 12 13: 8 10 18 ----'6 16 8 14 8

0 her.= 6 4- 10 0 3 6 10 8

(Table con nued on next page.)

4 1

35



Table 6 Continued
,

Child care arr
or'.

Area.of
residence

A
central
City

Total nuMber in sample'.

,Family sources of c
In.child's home
Father
Older Sibling'
Other relative
Jiother nfter-sthoo
Codbination of family

- .

..-meMbers

Child-cares for self
Outside chiI4's home,

Home-of relative .
Mother,at.Work'

onfemily_sources of
In child's home
-.Ndnrelative
Relative-and nonreli

Outside child's .home
Nonrelative
Day care center

her

9
27-
11
0-

9-

41

9

-5

27
14
13

5

8
7

.9

0
15,

0

47

_5

39
16

10
6

24
18
6

1

,a, Universe restricted to women who were employetc.vagP and salary workers, in the 1971 strvey
week. Respondents-who=lackinformatiop on any of the variables'uqed in tWprecOding MCA
(Table 0 are excluded,from the sample.

b 1Dercentage distribution not shown where saMple-size is,less than 25 .
c'Mother works-Only When child is in school.

36

4 2



Unadjuated ond Adjustee Proportiond Who Relied on Nonfamily Sources of Child C re,

by Socioedonomdc an4 Demographic Characteristics, 1711:
,--
b _

lack women yith youngest child 3 tO 5years bf:tige.Y

MCA results tinla.in parentheses)

Characteristic
Number of
respondents

Unadjusted-
percent

Adjusted
a

percent

Total or average (1.85 )

R m 0.09 125 . 40.6 40.6

17-27 63 37.4 46.8
34-48 44.8 , 32.2

Number Of children under 14 years (9.50***)
'

1 . 41 31.2 22.2

2 or more 84 45.2 49.7

Relative 18 e or older'(0.04)

No
39.2 40.0

Yee
43.4 41.8

Child 14-17 years old in hous ld 9.74***

No 7 .36.5 32.2

Yes 50.5 61:2

Marital status.(3 28*)
Married 77 34.6 33.6

her t48 47.7 -48.9

}..i.DIst. ,g1teduip 0.39)
68 37.5 37.8

0-11 years
12 years 42 47.2 45.9

13 or more year 15 c c

Hours wdrked yer week (2.33
Part-time (1-34 hours) 22 c

Full-time (35 or more hours) 103 39.4 317.5

Avers e hourly_earnine (4.91***)
38 47.1 49.1

1. or less
1.61-$2.4o 51 27.8 26.2

2.41 or more 36 55.14 55.9

Area of residence (2.67*)
-

=-A-A--,- central city 64 463 45.6
In SMSA,_not central city 18 c c

Not in SMSA
,

43 32.3,,
27.3

Re ion of 1-esidence (0.86)
South 83 37.3 36.4

west 11 c c

Other,
31 45.7 47.5

a '-Pereentages are adjusted for the effects pf all the explanatory- varlab _ tte.table.

b _Universe restricted to women who were employed wage and salary workers In the 1971 survey

week. Respondents who lack information on any ofthe variables-used in the MCA are eibluded

frOm the.samPle.'
Percentages not shown wherejttmber of Fample size is smaller than 25.

lptificant at m <
**= Significant at m I< .05.

Significant at m

31



Table Child Care ArrangementE., by Secioeconomic and Demograph_

(Blndk women with youngest child 3 to-5

-(Percentage diatrrbuti

. .

Child care arrangeme
al or

average

Aga
ber of øhildreri

Under 14 yeara
_

2 or ulnae Yee

Total.number in sample --

Total percent-

Family sources of
Iwehild's home
Father
Older sibling'
Other relative
Mlther after school

c

Combination of.family members
Child_cires for self

Outside child's home
Home of relat-i.ve-

Mother at work
onfamilY sources of.cara ------

In child's home
Nonrelative

,

Relative and nonrelative
Outside child's home
Nonrelative
Day care canter

Other

100

59
_81

-8
4

l2
/ 1.

8
1
28

'24.-

4

41
10
2

8
29
8
21

63

3,O

6-

3
0

0
5

0
42
35
7

37
4
1
3

34
12
21

100

55
45
13
8

10
. 1
12
2'

10
10
0

45
19
3

16
23
3

20

3

100

69
20
2

3
15
0
0
0'
49
46
4
31
- 6

0
6

23
8

15

3

84 .

too .

55
37
10
4

10
'1

12
1
_

.18

14
4 .

45-

12
3

10
32

9

1

-7 .-

3

.3
1

10

36
31
5

39
9.
3

6
i 29
11

I 18

1

57

0

-10.-

2-
43

13
. 0

.13

30
-2
28

1

(Table continued on next page..

4 4
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Table 8 contAnued

Child care ar _ ge s

Total
or

average

Child 14.17
yeara o1d,
in hoUsehold

..

status
ghest gra4g

-vomPleted

-Hours:
Worked

,

week

:Yes, ried Other 0 2 13118 Tull
_ime

Part
time

.Total Insiber in sasple 125 :87 38 17
,

48. 68 42 '15 103 22

Total percent 100 100 100 100' 100 100 100 b _ 100 b

amily eburces sf care 59 '64 50 05 52 63 53 b OI b :

Inahilis home, 31 .25 ,37 25 23 b b
Fathar,',-- 8 5 13 .13. 1 11 '2 b .9 _b

' Older, sibling . 4 2, 7 -5 2 6 ,0 :, b 2, b
Other relative 12 11 12 8-, 15 8 10 2 -hi

Motherafter schoolc 3 0 , 2 1 , 0 0. . 2 b 1 b
Combination of family
members 8 6 13 9 6 7 10 6

Child cares- fbe self
autside thild'shome

1,

28
1

38
0,

4
1:

29
0

27
1

29
0

30
b
b 30

Herne of i-elative, 24 33 4- 23 -26 214 .30 b 29
Motherjat work 4 5 0 6 1 6 0 b 2 b

hfamily acurces of care 41 37.: 51 35 48- 38 47 b 39 b
in child'a home' 10 5- 24 X3 7, 12 8 b 9 'b

Nonrelative 2 2 b 2 Xi 2 :
,

-Ty

Relative and'xionzela ve ' 8 3 22 12 , 4 10 8 b :8 li
Outside child's homa: 291 22 20 40 25 38 b :29 --b-.

Hrinkplative , -- 8 11 2 5 .13 '9 b 9 b
Day Cara center " 21 20 ' 16 : 27- 15 3, b 20 b

Other 3, 5 2

(Tab1 6 continuid on next,pa

4 5
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Child e a n : -n
. Total

.

,
or

avera ge

Average hoarlY:

H,earninga

Ares of
residence

RegiO0- of ;

residence

less

. 61-

_

$2.-41

or',

re

In SMW
central
city

In SMRA
not

central

cit

Not ,

in
SMISA

mouth West Other

-
! Total nuMber in sample

A

Total percent
. , .

Family sources of care
In child's home ,

'-Father
Older sibling
Other relative
.Nlotber after school
Combination offamily
:members: , .

.
Child:.earea %for self

Ontaide child's home
Home of :relative

,

Mother-at-Weatk-- --

liOnfamfly :Sources of- care -

In child' s home '

Nonte1ative
Relative'and nonrela ive

. Outside child"s home
Nonrelative
Day care Center

Other

125

100

59
31 -

8 .

-4

. '12
1;

8

1
28

: 04
''-- 4-

-41.

10
2
8

29
8
21

', 1

38

100

53
, 27

3
3
7
,0

- 11

2
',' 26'

26
0-

47
18
,0
18.

126

-: 10

16,

51

100

72
38
12',

5
111

1

7
0 ,

34
27
7_

_: 28

, "6
1
5

22
3
19,

0

36

100

45
25
, 5

2

13
0

5
0

20
17 .

___-3_-

55
8 .
5
3

: 46
16

,

30,,

, ::- J2,,':

64

100,

, 54
30
10
2
9
0

7
1

i24.
21

L;=

116

. 6
1

5 :

37 -

15 '-.--,

22

18
.

b

b
b
b
b.

b
b

b
b
b

:

-.Jb____

b:
b
b
b
b
b ,

b

b

100

68
311

6
r
-4

-10
0

111

0
34-
26

L,8
32:

17 .
4

,14
15 '

2
13

0

100

63-

36:
_ 8,
-5
13
1

10
0

27

, -5 -_

37_

14
2

12
21
-2
19

2

b

--'b

-_-_b-

b

b
b

b
; b

b
_, b

b
b
b
b
b
b
b
b

:100--_

54
24,=

7
2

7 -

0

5-

2

31
-31

0_,

_ 46
'5

2

3
41
21.

20

Universe restrieted td women who 'were employed wage and sal ry':workers

Respondents who lack infOrmation op any of the variables in the preceding

excluded froi _the sample.

b Fercentage-dthribution not 'shown where sample size is less than

c motfier works only when child is in, school.

4 6

1971 survey week'.
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-

--AdJUsteda-Proportious-Who7Relled-on Nonnsmily-Sources ofLChild=Ca
by Socioeconomic andDemographic Characteristics, 1971

White women with pOungest child 6 to 13 years of age)b

.NCA results (F-ratios in parentheses

Characteristic
.

.

Number of
respondents

Unadjusted
percent

Adjusted
e

percent

Total or averme 4.01
..

593

-562

3
280

7
6

275
318

518

75

160
305
128

. .

203

390

84
217
292

239
231

177-
109
307

.16.9

35.8
15.9

15,9
18.1

19.7_
6.5

25.7
.9-9

16.0
23.3

17.2
14.

21.7

12.3
19.4

18.0
.12.2_
20.1

18.8
17.1'
15.7

_

18.8
20.4
14.7

16.9

24.9
16.5

17.1
16.7 ,

19.6 .

6.8

24.7
10.6

16.1
23.0

17.7
15.1
20.3

.12.5
19.3

,

19.7
13.3
18.8

-171,7

17.0

.

.17.1

18.1
16.5

''.. 0.07
ki (1.48)
17-27
'34-48

Nuthber of children under 1k years
1
2 or more

Relative 18 years or o er(12.12***)_ ,

Ng
Yes

. -

Child 14-17 -am old in household (22.17***
No
Yea

.arital status (2.41)
Married
Other

Highest grade Completed (0.99)
--671 years S

,

12 years
13 or more years

_

Hours worked per week (4.75*()
Part-time (1-3k hours)
Full-time .(35 or more hoUrs)

Averae (1.69)

-$3-1-'-1
t1.61-$2.40
$2.41 or more

ea of residence. (0.05),
'In SMSA, central city
In SMSA, not central city
Not in SMSA

Region of residence (0.t9
South
West
Other

'Percentages are adjusted ,forithe efiects of all the' explanatory variables' shown:in the table.
b-,.Universe restricted to:women who were employed Wage aa4 valary' woriaraAwthe 1971-survey

' :Week:: Raspondenta.wha la4, information-on any* the variables used'in the mcA are excluded
_ -

Trom the samOle. /
'Signifidant At M:5,10.
Significaht at c .05.

,Silnificant.at m .01.



Child Care Arrangementa, by Socibeconomic and DenOgraphic Characterist
_

hild 6 to 13 years

e'distritotion)

_

,

,

---
-Child _e

ltale bi
rage

--

. .

"Itindbovi'ofehildren Ttelative-18"
,

umder1.4'4eari yeari-_or older

=
,

,

17-27 -_ -1
.,.. _-

ore
---

_

,Yes

-Total nuMber-in sample -

nial:percent

Family sourcesnof care
,In child's hams
., Father;:- -

Older sibling
her relative b
7ther after school
oMbination of family,members_

jCh1d self,.

taide7dhild!a.h666

MOtheff. at':iiOrk
-01i1ir±sOurOes or core

child'alldele.., ,... , ,-:
Ntitwelat We! ,

. ! .

Relative-and honvelative
_Outn ide Child ' a . hOde '-' !

firelatiVe ,-.-

_ y Care center
.. ..., -

ber

53

40 ''''

13,
18

.. 6 :
11--:,

1 -

13 -
5

-'9--,

17_
6:-,

9
1

:! 8
6
2 ':

3

31

C

-,7
0
a
8
0

' 5
37
1_4

22
-16
: 9

1
24

4

562,

-100

51

19
6
11

21

4
8

16
'6

5
-1

7
5
2

3

'313
-,

WO' 1-

q-Elif

ii-t,t),-nil
15_

__ -7-

10'

, 301O,
11
5
7
16_
4

3
1
9-
6
.

.

-_
2

-,

100-

: 82

6
21
-4
13'.

16
5 .

--. 11,,

18
8
7
1
7

- 6
1

3

-100
,.-..:

__

1
22

:15

5:-
10

, 20

-, 7-
6
-1,

9
- 8

2-

4

,

''

'

,

,

1001

2
17
6
2

5-
7,-

,

3 '
1,',

-(2

3
0

, 3

1



Chiad care arrangements

Total
or

average

Child 1417
-

'years old
Am.household

- ..

, Marital
status

Highest- gradpi

c -leted:'- 4714:k -

No,
"
YOS Married

: -

Other 0-11 12

,

13-18
Full Pari

Total number in samp.-.
Total percent

Family sources of care
i- In chi14's home

Father ;

Older'sibling
Other relatiVa:, b
Mother after ahool
Combination of familY
..membera: :

Child-cares,for self
Outside-childv21-home

.:-Rcimeof,relative.--
:Mother:at work -:.,

Nonfamily sOurces of c_re
Iw:child'.s:bome-

. .

Nonrelative:"
Relative and nonrelative%

Outside child's home
,

,Nohxelative '

' Iray.rtate center

her

593

100

83.

70."-.

13_
18

. I 6'

11

1
21

-__13

-4-5:-

9 .

17
6
5 ,

1
8
6
2

275

100

74

-,- 56

,:14
:7

8
11

1
16

-- 18

7,-
11
26
dO
9

1
12

--t
10
2

14

-318

100

90
81
13
27_

4
12

1
25'.:.,

9

3

7
'10

3 --

,'2

1
..5 ,

,2.-

2

518

100 -

84
70
15
17
.5-

11

,..1.-r

21
, 14

-775

9
16
5

5

1

7
6
2

3

75
-

100

-77-

67
0

23
13-

11=

2

19
10
_4

6 ,

23
10
8
1
12
10

, 2

2-.
,

160

100

--82

70
17.

_ 24
_4

'7

1
15
12

14

8
18
3
3
0,

10
.: 8:

2,-

4

305

100

86
70
12
17
: 7
10

2
23
15
6

10
14.722
5
=4
-1.

7
, 5

2

3

128

100 -100

78
69

_12
14

4:

,19

':.0

-:-19

:10
,,.:3____

: 6

;12
1: 9

2_

'8

7
_- 2

2: ,

390

81
: 68

-12
-19

0_
, 7

0
24
12
_6_
7
19
,7
6
1

10
7
3

203.

100

as

73
16
=16

5:
19 .

,-3
15 :

_15

3_
12
12

. 4

-4

'_ 1

4

. 4,

1 .



_

Tab1e 10 .ZContinued

,

Child -care arrang_ n i

.

Total
or

average

.

Average\ our_
earn -a

Area,of.
reaidenie-

:

Ragionlof.. .
..1-asidence.. ,..,.....

or
1.61 43.

o

In:SMSA
central

In SMSA
=

1
-ei

-Not

A

o _ _ est
,

Other

. Total number in sample
Total percent
Family Sources of care

In child's home-
-.' Father

Older ,sibling_
., Other relativ

Mather after achool-
Combination of family
. . ._ _ .

members .

Child=cares for self
outside child' s home

Hcce of relet4ve -

Mother at=work... . _

Nonfamily sources of care. .

'In child's 'home
Nonrelative .

-Relative' and nonrelative
Outside Child's home

Nonxeletive
Day Care center

'

593
100

83
70
13
18
6

11

1
-21-
13

5
9

,17
6
5
1
8
6
2

84

100

82
69
12
25
7

10

= 0
16

.

13
. :3
31
18

2
2
0
7
5
2

217

100

88
72_

14
19
4

15

3
18
15
-6

12
3
2
3.

7
5
2

292_

100

80
68
14
15

7
9

0
24
11
_4

- 8
20
9
8,
1
9
7
2

3.00

81
.;

!

2.
8

13

1
-18---
13

5
..8
19

5
5-
0

-7
6
2 .

6-

239

100

83
72_
15
20
5 .

12

18 ---.
= _

3
8-

17
7
6
1
7
6
1

23

100

84
69
-14--

--

6'
9

.,

1
25
36
-6.

-10
=16

5'
4
2
9
6
3

3.77_

100

&
-69

-
- 8_

_' 14'-
-6'

__. 15

12
6

19
5
5
0

:10
7-
3

1

100 ----

80
-.72
-_10.

-.

15
7

15

2
25
L
5

_20
9
7
2
9
8
1

1

70 ,
18

6
8

-1
16
16
-4
11
15

5
4_4
3.'
6
5

Universe restricted to women who were employed wage and salary workers in the -1971 survey
weelL -Reopoodents who lack information on any of the variables used..in the ,preceding MCA
(Table 9) are excludled from the sampfe.

- b Mother works .only whian child is in achool.



Table 11 -UnedJUsted and Adjusted7 Troportions Who Relied on Nonfamily Sources.of,Child-Ca;e
. AY

2,, "by Botitledonomic and Demographie Characteristics, 1971

. (Black Women ith youngest child 6 to 13 yeaof

,reaults (P-raties in parentheses

ge)1?

cteristics Adjusteda
,percent

(4.064**

Age (13.14***
17-27
34-48:

'Nuaer of chi ren e 14 e 0.57)
1
2 or more

Relative 18 years or o_ e (0.75)
No

- -Yes

Child 14-17- year
No_-
Yea

-12.2 122

12 b-
236 99 10.

119 13.9 13.6
129 10.11 10.7

146 14.1 13.7
102 ' 9.6 10.3

20.8 19,2..
=151 5.9 7.1

ir .Lay

Other
Highest grade coEpleted
0411 years
12'years.
13,or more years

Hour.r:wnrked erigeek-.(0.47)-

Part-time hours)
Pull=tim0 (350r: more hours)

Averagp hotirly earninga (4.35"
.60 or less'

6142.40
.41 ot more

-Area-of residence (0.88),
InJSMSA, central city.
InSNSA not central city
NOtYin SMSA'

_sgien of residence (10.36)6(

0,64)

' 144 8.8 10.2
104 16.8- 14.8

-

142 8.2 11.0
71 19.7 15.1
35 8.2 9.6

135 11.8 11.8
44 11.0 8.1
69 13.9 15.9

tb 159 9.5
'14
75 12.4 ,15.8

aBercentages,are.idjusted for the effedts of all the,:exTlanatory variables--ehown ih the table.
b ,liniverse restricted to women w hozwere employed wage and salary workers in the-1971 survey week.-

Respondents-who ladk information oil any of the variables used'in the MCA are excluded from
the saMple.
Percentages n_ Shari Where nuMber of-sample. ize-is smalle'r than 25.

* Significent at < .10.
Significant at .05.

*At* Significant at <



iv-

Child Care Arr'ingements-vby Socioeconomic and Demographic Characteristics, 1-

(Black women with youngest Child 6 to 13 years of age)6

(Percentage distribution)

nta_ Total or
_average

Age BlUmberce chi ldren.

under 14:,yea*ii,:,

c
_ or,older

17:27 3LIfB 1- =2 or more No Yea

Vaal nuMber in sample 248 12 236 119 129 ]46 1

Total percent -100 -b 100 100 100 100 100

amay sources of care 88 b 90
- In child'khome 72 b' 75 72_ 67

Father --,y= 12- b -"13 ',9 15 13 .10-.

Older sibling 25t 12-- 27 20 31 -_25. .24
_Other relative 14 b 13 11 9
Netber after'schoolc 6 7 b - 6

16-
w9_- 4 5 8_-'-

, -C-oebinaton of family members_ 0 b 0 "".,-0 IC- .-- 0 1
Chil&earesfor self '15 -b 16 19 10 15 - 15- _

Outside-child*home 16 b 15 i1 18 19 12
libieforrelirtive . 9' b 14 9 9 ! 1 2 -_

_ _Nbther__at *irk _ 7, =b - ( -5_ 9 4 : 10 -
Wonfamily sources:ot care 12 b 10 14

%
10 14 --- 10

iii child'e ho-MC-': 3 la: 2 ii
, 3 4 . 3

Nonrelative. 2= B 1 1 .3 3 0
, lielatiVe and,nonielative 2 ! b l 4- 0 1 - 3
Outaide Child's home 6 7 , b 5 7 5 9 -_3
Wonrclative 5

.
' 13 4 6 6 3

Day care center
_

I B 1 -, 2 1 2 -,0
,

Othef 3 3 2 4

7



=-Table-12 Continued

ca angements Total
or

average

Child: 14-17
years old

1-.1 household.

. Marital
_statu s

Highest grade
completed

lours
worked

per week

No y a Man ried
.

Other
---

0-11 12 13-18 Full
time

Part'
time

, Total number in sample 248 97 151 144 1014 142 71 35 203 45

Total percent 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 loci 100 1

Family sources-of care 7 94 91 . 83 .92 80 92 87
In child's home- 72 514 85 72 71 75 68 ._ 70 73 70

.Father 12 9 14 2 19 2 11 U .19 15 1
Older sibling 25 8 37 . 20 :" 31 36 16 9 21 , 38
Other.,relative 14 17 12 7 - 22 13. 17 '17 17 -1
Mother after. schoole 6 7 6 8 . 4 _2 7 3.8 7 5

combination of family
marioers 0 0 0 0- 0 0 0 0 0

. Child cares for self 15 13 17 17 11 -15 18 8 12. 24
Crutside child's home 1--- 16 9 19 12 17. 12 21 15 21

Home of relative, 9
_26
3.9 2 14 3 10 5 7 8 13

: Mother at wrrk 7 7 7 5 9. 7 it 15 7 7
Noiafamily sources of care 12 a 6 9 ,17 8 20 8 13 10

In child's home 3 5 2 :3 4 2 6 2 3 6

- Nonrelative 2 2 1 2 1 :1 2 2 2 0
Relative- and nonrelative 2 3 1 1 3 1 4 0 3. 6

Outdide child ' s home 6 ., ti. 3 .5 8 14 9 6 7 1

Nonrelstive 5 10 1 14 6 3. 8 4 6 1
Day care _center , 1 .1 2 1 2 1 1

Other 1 2 5 2 5 0 3 2

e continUed on ne



arrangements-
or

eyerag
.

Average, houil.y
crriiri

Area of- -, . .

residence
' 1,4091y '

rosidtenc

.
essA

0-

2 14

mo e

In:
.

central
. _

ott.r

ot
- ,

cofl.raJ.

y-

e--

,

0 her

_ .

T n e
, c

Total parqent

Yatly
-,

_ ources of care
n child ie, bane .

'Father7-' '

..01der, sib1ing .

40.014k:::*.010Y0- '.:

: Weller's-0#0i'.3004'-
qw6b1rIPOPri of faul
- membera:,`-, --/-_- '.

Ch,iWearea. or. self
4tAi4ethlldts.. _

hc

..-.200e.-..a, telaiiw.

kiAtiii*:.- i_;i1Ork ' ::
Nonfurily

_. . _.

cei of-care
' .-InCebild'..s-,ateme

--Nonrelative . :
. . .

Relative and nonrel
-_tild phi1d' s hoine.

-Nparelative..... '

i bay Care center.
.

..

h

2

1

88
72-

12-

-1
6

0
15
16

-.

9

12
3

2t

6

: l

82
: 70 ;

37
. 14-

1

0

-14-

12
: 3. _

8:
18'

10.

3:

.7._

7
7
0

- 92
.73

23

6

1

20
19

13
, t
8
0

-,p

0
1 .

1
0

.105 5

1 100 ',-

H8 88
72 07-

17 12.

21 21i

'iN-. -11
. _ ,

9 A

12 1
1 21
: 8, id

6' 3.1

13, - 12
3 3

2
1 1
9, 6

4'

2

4

44.

100-

89
81

--. 3.6

: 28
20'

§,

1
8 %
8 .

8,
0

11
0
0
0 '

1.
6
2

-. 4

,

0
15
10

8

1
7

6
6,
6
6

159

1-

,

.

2

5

15
iT4

6
lo
4

3

.

b

b

-b
-Ili

b
b

_ b
_.,

b
b..

b -

7

i_.

6
, 1::

4-

15,

17 ,

'8

-- ,9'

-_-'12

, 2

. :- 2

-- 9
7
6-

2.

a. Universe restrctcc1 to women yho were- employed
week, Respondents who lack -informatioa any, . _ _ _
.(Table_11) are excluded from the sample.

b Percentage distribution not 'shown where sample
c 'Mother works only when: chi ld is itr school:. .

wage and'ealary workers' in the 1971 sUrvey
of the=variebles used in the prece4ng MCI

s#a . is le a than 25'.



Table 13 Unadjusted and Adjusted- Expenditureeb for-Child Care, by Socioeconomic and
Demographic.Characteristics, 1971

(White women,with-youngest child under 3 years of age)C

MCA resultS (F-ratios in parentheses

Number of '
espondents

Unadjusted,
expenditure

Adjusteda
erpenditureb

Total-or average 3 2

2013
.

e (3.66*)
17-27

NUMber of children under 14 years (4.4

2 Or

Marital status (0.25)
Married
Other

Milsq_grade completed
0-11 years
12 years
13 or more years

_Hours worked -er week (5.39**)
Part-time ..(1-34 hours)

(35 or mare hours)

Average hourly_earnipe (2.60*)
7-$71766-or leas

1.6142.40-
2.41 or more

Area of residence (2.30*)
=In SMSA,.central city
In-SMSA, not central city
Not in SMSA

_

Region of residence 1.54)
South.
West
Other

T-Ipp qf child care (8.39*-)
=Care by family member in child's home

__Care by faMily member outside child's hOme
- Nonfamily care outside child's home
Nonfamdly care in child's home

96

.226

197-
29

128

196
30

50
124
52

72
3.94

92
WO

60
76

90

82
39

105

56
52
89
29

$.38 $.38

.40' .41
26 - .19

. 33

.40 . .39

.28 .34

.37
. 35 .35

-.53
1 .48

.43
:36' ,32

.22
.29 .35
..52 .47

.29 .26

.45 .47

..39 .39

.46 .48

.29

-.35 .36

.07 .07

.38

. 53 .53

. 59 .55=

a Expenditures are adjusted for-the effects of all explanatory variables shown in table.
b Average expenditure far child care per hour that the woman worked.
e Universe restricted to women who were employed wage and salarY workers in,the 1971 survey

,

week: Respondents who lack,infOrmation on any of the variables used in the MCA are eXcluded
from.the amide.

Signiticant at m-.4..10.
.- Significant at cc< .05.

SignifiCant at .01.

55



adjusted and Adjusted° Expenditures for. Child Care by Zocioecon and.

Demographic_Characteristics2.197i

Black won youngest.chilAMnder 3 years tif age)°,

MCA. results (F-ratios'in parentheseS)

acteristic
NuMber-og
respondents

Unadjus
Iexpesditure-

Adjucta
expendjtureb

al,or average (1,71

207 . $7 t'r

A (2.29)

17-27-
34-48

174
33

.40
23

, .45
.00

Number pf Children under 14'yeara, 0,57)

1 88 -;-26-- ,27----

2_ or more

ital'st m 94!(*)

, 119

I

Harried 125 ".27

'Other
,

82

Highest_grede completed 0.12

, 0-11 years. 84 53. 39

, 12 years
1.3 or more years

,.'

9?
-31

'
.24

448'
.33,

.50.,

Hours worked.per meek (1.10) -
Part-time (1-34 hours) 46_ .28 _.14

FV11-time (35 Pr more hours) 161 . .40 ;44

Avers a hourly earnings (1.54)
62 -.62 .74

1 0,or less
1.6142.40 ,

100 ;25 ,22

241 or more 45 .41 _ .34

, Area of residence 2.35*)

In SMSA, central city 104 .15

In SMSA, not centra1 city 39

..31
.29 .38

Not in SMSA 64 -.'.53 .75

Ee&on of residence (0.06) .

South 143. 38 .35.

West 13 d d

Other 51 .39 .45

T ypof schild eare 6.94***)
Care by family member-in child's home ___ 80 .10 .09

Care by family memberOmtside child's homo 63 .20 .14

. Nlnfamily care Outside child's home 48 .36 .45

Nonfami3-Y_ Para in_child'a home 16 d d

Expenditures are adjusted for effects of all explanatory va_ able shown in table.

b Average expenditure for child care Per hour that the Woman worked.

e Universe restricted to women who were employed wage and salary workers in the.1971 Survey week.

Respondenta.who lack information.on any of the variables used in the MCA are excluded from the

sample. N-

d Expenditures are not shown where aample al e is less than 25,

* Significant at ,m< .10.
** Significant at m <

Significant at m < .01. .5 6

50
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-Table 15 Unadjuated and Adjusteda Expendituresb for Child Care, by Socioeconomic and
Demographic Characteristics, 1971

(White women with youngest child 3 to'5 years of age

MCA reslAts (F-retios in parentheses

Oharacte c
Number of
respondents

'Unadjusted
expenditureb

,Adjusteda
expendittreb

TOtel or iVerage .75***

210 $.26 06:.36)

as (me) ,

17-27 106

-

.27 ;26

34=48 104 .25.- .27

-Thimber of children under 14 years o.44)

, 79 .31 .25'1 ,

____2_0r_xclor= 24 97

Marital status (2.86

71-3-1-

Married ' 171 .24 .25

Other, 39 .35 .32

Highest grade comp_ ted (0.29)
' 0=11 years 60 .22 .28

12 years 116 .27 .26

, 13 or moresears 34 .30 :, .26 -

Hours worked per week 0.3
66 .24 .25t.-tt--miliouPair

Full.time 35 or more hours) 144 .27 .27

Aversii!_1122Ely earninq (5.80
7"11760C-6r. lag

-.61-$2.40

22
88

d
.22.

d ,

.26

S2.41 or More 100
, .3 .30

Area of residence (0.32)
In SMSA, central city 49 .27 - .27

In SMSA, not central city 68 .28 .28

Not in SMSA

egion of resddence (0.96)

93 .25 ;25

South . 11 .29 .29

West 46-- -, .26 .24

i Other 93 -.25 . .26

Type of child care (35.33***) .

Care by family member-in child's home , 74 .07 .08

Care by family member outside child's home 31 .19 -21--
NonfaMily'areoutside Child's home 70 -.110 - .4o

Nonfamily care in-child's home ,27 .47 :46

Expenditures are adjusted for effects of ell expillhitory variables shown in table.,--
Average erlenditure for child care per hour that the Woman worked.

o Universe restricted to women who were employed wage and,aalary workers in the 1971:survey-,
'week.. Respondents who lack information on ahy of the variables used in the MCA are excluded-,
from the sample.
Expenditures are not shOwn where smple,size is less than 25.

Significant at'er -,.,- :10.

44-.* Significant at cc .05.

4fit-10 Significant at a - .01. 5 7

51



Table 16 Unadjus d and Adjusteda Expend turecb for Child Care, by-Socioeconomic and
Deiographic Characteristics, 1971

(Black women witk youngest child 3 to 5-years of age

MCA results-(F-ratios in parentheses

Character c
NUmber of

'reapondents
Unadjusted
-mependitureb

Acljuated6
eenditUab .

Total or average (1.03

R = 0.004

at (1.37)

125'. $.28 $F28

17-27 . 63 .38
34J48 62 .15

Nember_of celadren under 14 years. (1.09)
1-: ,

2 or more
-41-----
84

--- --7
. 32

.3.14---

,35

Marital status (2.92*)
Married 77 .14 .13

iother 48 . .45

Hi hest rade completed (0.29)
:0411.years .- 68 .31
12 years 42 . .21

13 or more years 15 d

-Tiburs worked per Week (0:04)
Part-time 11-34 hours)_ !

22 6 ,d.

Full-time (35 or more hoUrs) -103 .28 .29

'. .---- ( )ningsa 2g rAVerae hourly e.13 *

1.60 or less 38 13 .06

1.6142.40 1 .39 .50
--- 2.41 or more 36 .26 .26

Area of residence 2.41*)
In SMSA, central city 64 ;48

2n SMSA, not central- city 18
_.39

d d'

Not in SKSA 43 .19 .20

Region of residence (1.46) . --
South 83i .33

1

, .40

West __ 11 d d

Other 31 .21 .94

T ype of child card (1.69)
43 -...07-' ..04care :by family meMber in child's home

Care by family member outside child's home 34 .19

Nonfamily care outside child's_home 35 .53

Nonfamily care in child's home 13 a '.., d

a Expenditures are adjusted for effects of all'explanatory variables a1wn in table.
b Average expenditure for child:care par,hour that the woman worked;
c Universe restricted to women who.were employed wage and salary workers in the 1971 survey '

'week. Respondents who lack information' on any of the variables used in the MCA axe excluded
from the sample.
Expenditures not shown-where sample size is leas-than 25.
* Significant at .< .10.

** Significant at m < .05.
Significant at ik < .01.

52
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Table 17 Lined u- ed and Adjusteda Expendituresb-for Child Care, by So_ oecnnomic and
Demographic Characteristics,,1971-

.

,(Whi e women with youngest child 6 to 13 years of age

. MCA results (F-ratios ln parentheses)

Characteristic
Number of
espondents

Unadjuated,
expenditure-

Adjusted-
expenditure

Total or average 25

R7 m -(0,.

ilAt. (0.91)

17=27

593

31

$.06

.09

$.06

03
3448 2 .06

Ntmber of children under 14years (0.00)
313 ;05 :.1

2_or more 280 -.07

-------
arital status 2.20)

518:Married .95 .05

Other 75 .10 .08

Highest grade comp _ _
t

0-11 years 160 .04 .05

12 years :305 .05 .06

13 or More years 128 .10 .06"
Mourn worked: per week (1.70)
Part-time (1-34 hours)

=
203 .03 .05

FUll-time (35 or mOre hour 390 .
.08 07

Average hourly earnings (2.21)
84 .02 .04-$1,60 or leas

1.61-$2.40 217 .03 .05
2.41 or more. 292 .09 .07

Area Of residence (1..94)
In SMSA, central city 123 .05_

;In SMSA, not central city 239 .08 .07.

Not_in SMSA 231 X5,- 405

, Region-of residence (2.27)
Souti 177 .07 .071

:West 109 .10 ..08

Other 307 ., .' .04 .05

Type of child care (113.47***)
Care by family member in child's home

,

413 .00

Care by-family member outside child's home 77 ..07

Nonfamily care outside child'-a.home 65 - .17. .17

Nonfamlly care in chiidds home .50-- -49,

-Expenditures are adjusted for effects of all explanatory variables SiloWn in table.
b Average expenditure for child eare per hour that the woman-workeC
e Universe'restricted to women who were employed wage and,salary workers in the-1971 survey week.

Respondents who lack Infortation on any Of the variables usedl.n the MCA are exclided from the
sample.
Significant at .10..

** Significant at,m < .05.
*** Signiiicant .01.

5 9



Table 18 Unadjusted and Adjusteda ExpenditUresb 'for Child Care, by Sodioeconamic
Demographic Characteriatical 1971

(Black women with young_ ebild 6 to 13 years of age)
C

MCA reSults (-ratios.in p re thesed)-

0baracteristic
NUmber of

-respondent's

Unadjusted:.
_XpenditUrep,

Adjuiteds
expendithre b

Total ori ieverage '(2.59***)

' = 0.09 , 2 1i-8 $.o4

Aga (0.87)
12
236'

.,d,

..03'
d.
;03

17.27
34-48

-ber',of children under 14 years (0.14)

1'
119 ..04, .03

2 er more 129, .03 .04

rital alsita_103
,Married 144

.

'.04 .04

'Other 104 .03 .03

'Highest gradelco_ leted (0.75
142 .ce .03

0-11 years '

12 yeara 71 .04 .03

11 or more years, : 35 .08

Hours Vorked±per week:(1,71)
Part-time (1-34 hours) , 45 .02

Full-time (35 or lore hours) . 203

Average hourly earnings-(1i.5044)
or lege 63 .03 .ce

, 1.61-$2.4o 1(:) .01 X1
2.41 or more 105 '.08-'

Area of residence (0.99) .

.In SMSA, central city._ 135 .04

_In SM., II& central city 44 .CI .01,

Not in SHZA .03 .04
,

Region' orreaidence (064)
South 159 ,

.03 ,
.04

,West 14 1

Other

of_child care (7.24***)

75 .04 .03

Care hy family member in child's home ,179 .02

Care by family member putside child's hole 37, .02

Nonfamily care Outside child's home 24 d

NonfaMily'cate in-child's-home . 8 d .

enditures are adjusted for iffects of all eip1anatory_varia101
b Average expenditure, for child;dare per labUtAhat the woman worked';'

c Universe restricted to women who were employed wage and salary-workers _in-the 1971 survey-

week. ,Respendents who lack information on Any of the variables need in the MCA are excluded

IroM tbesample
d 'EXpenditures not shown where_sample size is legs than 25..

Signifieant at cc

4* Significant at < .05.
Significant at cc < .01.

'n in table. ,
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Table 19 Preference for an Alternative Form of Child Care, by Race and Age

of Youngest Child 19713

With

Alternative means_preferred

Care by Care by Nonfamily Nonfamily

p eference family family care care
Age.of youngest child Number of

espondents
for embep -in meMber outside in

alternative home outside

home

hote home

WHITES

ss than 3 226 16 0 5

5 _210 6

6 to 593 7 2 1

-ss than 3

0 5

6 to 13

207

,3.25

248

BLACKS_

.18

16--

5

4

.0 2

Universe restricted to womeri who were employed Wage and salary workers in the 1971

survey week. Respondents who lack information :on any..of the variables used in the

preceding MCA's (Tables 13 through 18) are excluded from the sample.
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